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Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
n/a 

Claims discussed: 
n/a 

Prior art documents discussed: 

"inside the Cisco Website" 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
called to clarify what applicant was challenging for the date of "Inside the Cisco Website", as a page was sent 
documenting that the article was published in the Nov/Dec 1997 issue: 
Sue Aragon-Stemel: Inside Cisco's Website 

"I'd like to say we had a plan of grand proportions, but what really happened is the plan evolved as we built each new 
application." (From Nov/Dec 1997) "IEEE Internet Computing" magazine. 

this link can be found at http://www.computer.org/internet/arch.htm and the title (from Nov/Dec 1997 issue) can be 
clicked on and the article can be viewed. . 

Examiner also inquired on the Rule 105 request, to which applicant replied that the information was not readily 
available. Examiner was unsure if applicants were still attempting to obtain the information on when the assignee, 
Cisco, had the information on its own website, or whether examiner should proceed without it. Applicant stated that 
they had responded to the Rule 105 request. 



